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DETAILED ACTION 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 



1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 

2. Applicant's submission filed on March 12, 2004 has been entered. Claims 1 , 3-5, 
13, 33, 37, 49, and 53 have been amended. 



3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

As per claims 1-4, 51-53, the specification at page 9, lines 1-3 discloses: "the 
imagizer facility may determine the nearest word to the cursor and employ that word 
as the indicated text for searching the database of images", but does not describe "the 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
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query is created by selecting a nearest word to the indicated object" as claimed in 
independent claims 1,51. Claims 2-4, 52-53 are also rejected by virtue of their 
dependencies to the rejected claims. 

As per claim 5-50, the specification does not disclose the limitation: "the indicated 
text comprises a selection by a user from a predetermined number of words determined 
for their proximity to an indicated object" as claimed in the independent claims 5, 48, 50. 
Claims 6-47, 49 are also rejected by virtue of their dependencies to the rejected claims. 



5. Claim 53 is objected to because of the following informalities: the step (f) is 
incomplete. The step (f) should have read: "enabling a qualification engine to determine 
a context of the indicated object; and" as previously presented. Appropriate correction 
is required. 



6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claim Objections 
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7. Claims 1-3. 5-16. 19-30. 37. 39. 48. 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ho et al. (US 6.021 .412) and in view of Murakami et al. (US 
6.108.674). 

As per claim 1, Ho teaches a method for searching a database comprising: 

• "automatically creating a query directly from the indicated object, the query 
having a data structure that is recognizable by a search engine for the database," 
at Col. 1 lines 50-63 and Fig. 8; 

• "wherein the query is created by selecting a nearest word to the indicated object" 
Col. 7 lines 15-20; 

• "providing the query to the search engine, the search engine searching the 
database for at least one object that is related to the indicated object" at Col. 1 
lines 63-67 and Figs. 9-10; 

• "returning the result from the query of the database, the result indicating when at 
least one object is related to the indicated object" at Col.1 lines 63-67 and Fig. 



• "producing a display of a related object, so that the related object may be 

associated with the indicated object" at Col. 1 line 67 to Col. 2 line 3 and Fig. 12. 
The difference between Ho and the invention of claim 1 is that Ho's method 
requires user to select a word from the list of concept matching words to create the 
query, and therefore Ho does not teach: " the query is created without having a user 
make a selection for the query in a separate document". However, Murakami teaches a 
similar method for searching a database to obtain an object that is related to an 
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Application/Control Number: 09/376,748 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2177 

indicated object in a document (Col. 4 line 5 to Col. 5 line 30), wherein "the query is 
created without having a user make a selection for the query in a separate document". 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Ho's method to automate the step of "having a user to make a 
selection for the query in a separate document" as suggested by Murakami, in order to 
provide a more efficient method that reduces labor, time and burden on the user. 

As per claim 2, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 1 
above. Ho also teaches: "the indicated object and the related object include data, the 
data comprising video, picture, sound, and text" at Col. 3 lines 1-10. 

As per claim 3, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 1 
above. Ho also teaches: 

• "enabling a qualification engine to determine a context of the indicated object" 
at Col. 1 lines 50-65; 

• "employing the context of the indicated object to automatically create the 
query for the database" at Col. 1 lines 63-67. 

As per claim 5, Ho teaches "a method for obtaining an image from a 
database for insertion into a document" (Col. 1 lines 35-40) comprising: 

• "enabling an automatic creation of a query directly from the indicated text, the 
query having a data structure that is recognizable by a search engine for the 
database, wherein the indicated text comprises a selection by a user from a 
predetermined number of words determined for their proximity to an indicated 
object" at Col. 1 lines 50-67; 
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• "providing the query to the search engine, the search engine searching the 
database for an image that is related to the indicated text" at Col. 1 lines 63-67; 

• "returning the result from the query of the database, the result indicating when at 
least one image is related to the indicated text" at Col. 1 lines 63-67; 

• "enabling the display of at least one image indicated by the result from the query, 
a displayed image being selectable for insertion into the document" at Col. 1 line 
67 to Col. 2 line 5. 

• "displaying a related image that is inserted into the document, so that the related 
image is associated with the indicated text in the document" at Fig. 12. 

The difference between Ho and the invention of claim 5 is that Ho's method 
requires user to select a word from the list of concept matching words to create the 
query, and therefore Ho does not teach: " the query is created without having a user 
make a selection for the query in a separate document". However, Murakami teaches a 
similar method for searching a database to obtain an object that is related to an 
indicated object in a document (Col. 4 line 5 to Col. 5 line 30), wherein "the query is 
created without having a user make a selection for the query in a separate document". 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Ho's method to automate the step of "having a user to make a 
selection for the query in a separate document" as suggested by Murakami, in order to 
provide a more efficient method that reduces labor, time and burden on the user. 
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As per claim 6, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: "employing a user interface component to automatically create 
the query for the database, the creation of the query being related to the indicated text" 
at Fig. 2-4 and Figs 7-9. 

As per claim 7, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 6 
above. Ho teaches: "the user interface component enables the indicated text to be 
edited" at Col. 3 line 63 to Col. 4 line 2. 

As per claim 8, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 6 
above. Ho also teaches: "the user interface component enables the indicated text to be 
chosen in the document" at Col. 3 lines 40-50. 

As per claim 9, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 8 
above. Ho also teaches: "choosing the indicated text in the document for the query of 
the database from within an application program that provides the document" at Col. 3 
lines 50-55. 

As per claim 10, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 9 
above. Ho also teaches "choosing a command to create the query for the indicated text, 
the command including an indication in a context menu, drop-down menu, pop-up 
window, dialogue box, toolbar and hot key" at Fig. 4. 

As per claim 11, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 8 
above. Ho also teaches: "choosing the indicated text in the document for the query of 
the database from an application program that is separate from another application 
program that provides the document" at Col. 4 lines 20-25. 



Application/Control Number: 09/376,748 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2177 

As per claim 12, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: "enabling the indicated text to be chosen in another application 
program that does not provide the document, including a clipboard program" at Col. 4 
lines 20-25. 

As per claim 13, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 6 
above. Ho also teaches: 

• "enabling a qualification engine to determine a context of the indicated text within 
the document" at Col. 1 lines 50-65. 

• "providing the context of the indicated text to the user interface component, the 
user interface component employing the context of the indicated text to 
automatically create the query for the database" at Figs. 6-9. 

As per claim 14, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 13 
above. Ho also teaches: "the determined context of the indicated text includes text, 
template, sound, video, picture, use and user preference" at Col. 9 lines 25-30. 

As per claim 15, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches "the search engine is a local search engine, the local search 
engine employing the query to search for related images on a local drive that includes 
the database" at Col. 4 lines 3-25. 

As per claim 16, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: " the local drive includes hard disk, floppy disk, tape drive, DVD 
and CD-ROM" at Col. 4 lines 3-1 0. 



• 
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As per claim 19, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: "further comprising employing a result component to manage 
the result of the query returned by the search engine, the result component enabling the 
parsing, storing and display of the result of the query" at Col, 3 lines 30-35. 

As per claim 20, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: "the result is in a metadata format" at Col. 6 lines 15-20. 

As per claim 21 , Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: "requesting at least one related image from the database that 
is indicated by the result of the query, the related image being provided as binary image 
data" at Col. 3 lines 30-35. 

As per claim 22, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 21 
above. Ho also teaches: "employing an image component for managing the storage and 
display of binary image data" at Figs. 10-11. 

As per claim 23, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 21 
above. Ho also teaches: "employing a navigation component to provide at least one 
control for displaying at least one related image" at Figs. 10-11. 

As per claim 24, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 21 
above. Ho also teaches: "a navigation component enables the display of a group of 
related images in a slide show, the group of related images being indicated in the result 
from the query" at Figs. 10-11. 

As per claim 25, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 24 
above. Ho also teaches: "the navigation component enables another group of related 
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images to be displayed in the slide show, the other group of related images being 
indicated in the result from the query" at Figs. 10-1 1. 

As per claim 26, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 24 
above. Ho also teaches: "the navigation component includes a control for determining a 
period of time that each related image is displayed in the slide show" at Figs. 10-11. 

As per claim 27, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 24 
above. Ho also teaches: "the navigation component includes a control for indicating the 
number of the related image in the group that is currently displayed in the slide show" at 
Figs. 10-11. 

As per claim 28, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 25 
above. Ho also teaches: "the navigation component includes a control for indicating 
each group of related images that are currently displayed in the slide show" at Figs. 10 
-11. 

As per claim 29, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: "enabling a help facility to provide an explanation of a chosen 
topic and the help facility being launched in response to an input" at Figs. 10-11. 

As per claim 30, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: "the display of at least one related image further comprises 
displaying a thumbnail of the related image" at Figs. 10-1 1 

As per claim 37, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: "each time indicated text is employed to create the query, 
automatically saving the indicated text as an entry in a history file; and enabling at least 
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one of the entries in the history file to be chosen for the currently indicated text" at Figs. 
6-9. 

As per claim 39, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
above. Ho also teaches: "automatically determining a word that is closest to a cursor 
when no indicated text is provided and employing the determined word as indicated 
text" at Col. 7 lines 15-20. 

As per claim 48, Ho teaches "a system for obtaining an image from a 
database for pasting into a document" (Col. 1 lines 35-40) comprising: 

• "a client process for causing functions to be performed, including: enabling an 
automatic creation of a query directly from the indicated text that is located within the 
document, the query having a data structure that is recognizable by a search engine 
for the database" at Col. 1 lines 50-67; 

• "wherein the indicated text comprises a selection by a user from a predetermined 
number of words determined for their proximity to an indicated object" at Col. 3 lines 
44-56; 

• "providing the query to the search engine, the search engine searching the database 
for an image that is related to the indicated text" at Col. 1 lines 63-67; 

• "enabling a display of at least one related image indicated by the result from the 
query, the display of a related image being selectable for insertion into the 
document" at Col. 3 lines 30-35; 

• "displaying the related image that is inserted into the document, the related image 
being associated with the indicated text in the document" at Figs. 10-11; 
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• "a server process for causing functions to be performed, including: returning the 
result from the query of the database, the result indicating when at least one image 
is related to the indicated text" at Col. 3 lines 25-30; 

• "enabling the search engine to locate at least one image in the database that is 
related to the indicated text" at Col. 3 lines 25-30. 

The difference between Ho and the invention of claim 48 is that Ho's method 
requires user to select a word from the list of concept matching words to create the 
query, and therefore Ho does not teach: 11 the query is created without having a user 
make a selection for the query in a separate document". However, Murakami teaches a 
similar method for searching a database to obtain an object that is related to an 
indicated object in a document (Col. 4 line 5 to Col. 5 line 30), wherein "the query is 
created without having a user make a selection for the query in a separate document". 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Ho's method to automate the step of "having a user to make a 
selection for the query in a separate document" as suggested by Murakami, in order to 
provide a more efficient method that reduces labor, time and burden on the user. 

As per claim 50, Ho teaches "a computer readable medium having 
computer-executable components" comprising: 

• "a component for automatically creating a query directly from indicated text, the 
query having a data structure that is recognizable by a search engine for a 
database" at Col. 1 lines 50-67; 
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• "wherein the indicated text comprises a selection by a user from a predetermined 
number of words determined for their proximity to an indicated object" at Col. 3 lines 
44-56; 

• "a component for providing the query to the search engine, the search engine 
searching the database for an image that is related to the indicated text" at Col. 1 
lines 63-67; 

• "a component for returning the result from the query of the database, the result 
indicating when at least one image is related to the indicated text" at Col. 1 lines 63- 
67; 

• "a component for enabling the display of at least one related image indicated by the 
result from the query, the display of the related image being selectable for insertion 
into the document" at Col. 3 lines 30-35; 

• "a component for displaying the related image that is inserted into the document, so 
that the related image is associated with the indicated text in the document" at Fig. 
12. 

The difference between Ho and the invention of claim 50 is that Ho's method 
requires user to select a word from the list of concept matching words to create the 
query, and therefore Ho does not teach: " the query is created without having a user 
make a selection for the query in a separate document". However, Murakami teaches a 
similar method for searching a database to obtain an object that is related to an 
indicated object in a document (Col. 4 line 5 to Col. 5 line 30), wherein "the query is 
created without having a user make a selection for the query in a separate document". 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Ho's method to automate the step of "having a user to make a 
selection for the query in a separate document" as suggested by Murakami, in order to 
provide a more efficient method that reduces labor, time and burden on the user. 
8. Claims 4, 18, 31-36, 38, 40-47, 49. 51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Ho and Murakami as applied to claims 1-3. 5-1 6. 19-30, 37. 
39, 48, 50 above, and further in view of Balogh et al. (U.S Patent 5,493.677). 

As per claim 4, Ho and Murakami teach the claimed invention as discussed 
above. Ho and Murakami does not teach the step of "indicating the related object is to 
be purchased over a network; and providing financial information to an electronic 
commerce service over the network, the electronic commerce service enabling the 
purchase of the related object when the financial information is complete". 

However, Balogh teaches the cited steps as "if the user selects the pricing button 
from lightbox commands area or info screen commands area, pricing screen is 
displayed, enabling the user to purchase rights to, and obtain delivery of , selected 
images ..." at Col. 17 lines 25-65. Thus, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily 
skilled in the art at the time of the invention to combine Ho and Murakami database 
searching method with Balogh's purchasing step so that "the user may order and obtain 
delivery of selected images directly over a computer connection" (Balogh, Col. 2 lines 5- 
7). 

As per claim 18, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
argument. Balogh's teaches the step of "employing a network component to 
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communicate with the search engine over a network, the network including an intranet 
and the Internet" at Fig. 1 1 . 

As per claim 31, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
arguments. Balogh's teaches the step of "including a digital watermark with the related 
image, the digital watermark including information related to the content of the related 
image" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 32, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
arguments. Balogh teaches: "including a cookie with the query, the cookie including 
information related to a user" at Col. 9 lines 15-35. 

As per claim 33, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
argument. Ho also teaches the step of "inserting a higher quality image into the 
document so that the higher quality image is displayed with the indicated text" at Fig. 
12. Balogh teaches the step of "indicating a higher quality image of the related image is 
to be purchased over a network; and providing financial information to an electronic 
commerce service over the network, the electronic commerce service enabling the 
purchase of the higher quality image when the financial information is complete" at Col. 
17 lines 25-65. 

As per claim 34, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
argument. Balogh teaches "employing an electronic shopping cart to store a potential 
purchase of the higher quality image" at Col. 17 lines 25-40. 
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As per claim 35. Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
argument. Balogh teaches: "enabling a parameter of the higher quality image to be 
indicated" at Col. 17 lines 28-38. 

As per claim 36, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
argument. Balogh teaches: "enabling a use of the higher quality image to be indicated" 
at Col. 17 lines 50-55. 

As per claim 38, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 5 
argument. Balogh teaches: "embedding a URL with the related image pasted into the 
document, the URL providing a link to information associated with the related image" at 
Col. 17 lines 2-12. 

As per claim 40, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 18 
argument. Balogh teaches: " the network component employs a transmission device to 
automatically connect to the search engine for the database, the transmission device 
including cable modem, network interface card, telephony modem, satellite dish and 
radio transceiver" at Col. 16 lines 20-40. 

As per claim 41, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 18 
argument. Balogh teaches the step of "employing the network component to 
automatically connect to the search engine for the database when the search engine is 
remotely located from the indicated text" at Col. 16 lines 20-40. 

As per claim 42, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 18 
argument. Balogh teaches: "the network component employs a proxy server to 
automatically connect to the search engine for the database" at Fig. 1 1 . 
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As per claim 43, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 18 
argument. Balogh teaches: "the network component employs a dial up facility to 
automatically connect to the search engine for the database" at Col. 16 lines 25-40. 

As per claim 44, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 18 
argument. Balogh teaches: "the network component launches a browser to 
automatically connect to the search engine for the database" at Col. 16 lines 40-50. 

As per claim 45, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 18 
argument. Balogh teaches: "the network component automatically connects to the 
search engine" at Col. 16 lines 20-40. 

As per claim 46, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 18 
argument. Balogh teaches: "the network component launches a browser to manage a 
purchase of a higher quality image associated with the related images" at Col. 17 lines 
39-65. 

As per claim 47, Ho and Murakami teach the same as stated in claim 18 
argument. Balogh teaches: "the network component manages a purchase of a higher 
quality image associated with the related image" at Col. 17 lines 39-65. 

As per claim 49, Ho and Murakami teach the claimed invention as discussed 
above. Ho also teaches the step of "inserting the higher quality image into the document 
so that the higher quality images is displayed with the indicated text" at Fig. 12. 

Ho and Murakami do not teach the steps of: "indicating a higher quality image of 
the related image is to be purchased over a network; and providing financial information 
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to an electronic commerce service over the network, the electronic commerce service 
enabling the purchase of the higher quality image when the financial information is 
complete". 

However, Balogh teaches the cited steps as "if the user selects the pricing button 
from lightbox commands area or info screen commands area, pricing screen is 
displayed, enabling the user to purchase rights to, and obtain delivery of, selected 
images ..." at Col. 17 lines 25-65. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine Ho's image database searching method with Balogh's 
purchasing step so that "the user may order and obtain delivery of selected images 
directly over a computer connection" (Balogh, Col. 2 lines 5-7). 

9. Claims 51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ho and in view of Balogh. 

As per claim 51, Ho teaches a method for searching an image database 
comprising: 

• "automatically creating a query related to an indicated object, the query having a 
data structure that is recognizable by a search engine for the database" at Col. 1 
lines 50-63; 

• "wherein the query is created by selecting a nearest word to the indicated object" at 
Col. 3 line 64 to Col. 4 line 2; 
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• "providing the query to the search engine, the search engine searching the database 
for at least one image that is related to the indicated object" at Col. 1 lines 63-67; 

• "returning the result from the query of the database, the result indicating when at 
least one image is related to the indicated object" at Col. 1 lines 63-67; 

• "enabling a display of the related image, so that the related image may be 
associated with the indicated object" at Col. 1 line 67 to Col. 2 line 3. 

Ho does not teach the step of: "indicating a related image is to be 
purchased over the network, financial information being provided to an electronic 
commerce service that enables the purchase of the related image when the financial 
information is complete". 

However, Balogh teaches the cited steps as "if the user selects the pricing 
button from lightbox commands area or info screen commands area, pricing screen is 
displayed, enabling the user to purchase rights to, and obtain delivery of, selected 
images . . ." at Col. 1 7 lines 25-65. > 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine Ho and Murakami database searching method with Balogh's 
purchasing step so that "the user may order and obtain delivery of selected images 
directly over a computer connection" (Balogh, Col. 2 lines 5-7). 

As per claim 52, Ho also teaches: "the indicated object includes data, 
comprising video, picture, sound, and text" at Col. 9 lines 25-30. 

As per claim 53, Ho also teaches the following steps: 
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• "enabling a qualification engine to determine a context of the indicated object" at Col. 
1 lines 50-65; and 

• "employing the context of the indicated object to automatically create the query for 
the database" at Col. 1 lines 63-67. 

7. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ho as 
applied to claim 5 above, and in view of Baru et al ("XML Based information Mediation 
for Digital Libraries.") 

As per claim 17, Ho teaches the same as stated in claim 5 argument. Ho does 
not teach "the query's data structure include XML". However, Baru teaches: "the query's 
data structure include XML" at page 214, Col. 1. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of the invention to implement Ho's invention 
using XML in order to provide a user-friendly query formulation and optimization. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed March 12, 2004 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicant's arguments. 

Regarding claims 1, 51, applicant argued that Ho and Murakami as combined do 
not teach: "the query is created by selecting a nearest word to the indicated object". 
However, this limitation is rejected in this office action as new matter which was not 
supported by the specification (See § 4). For purpose of examination, the examiner 
interprets this limitation as "the query is created by selecting a nearest word to the 
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cursor" as disclosed in the specification. Ho teaches a pointer, which is similar to 
applicant's cursor at Col. 7 lines 15-20 recited below: 

"The facility use this pointer to keep track of the words on the current slide of the 
document that have already been search for concept matching words. In step 1302, the 
facility advances the pointer to the next concept matching word on the current slide after 
the present position on the pointer". Murakami teaches a similar method for creating a 
query for image by examining text of the document "without having a user make a 
selection for the query in a separate document". The combination of Ho and Murakami 
is therefore teaches the claimed limitations. 

Regarding claims 5, 48, 50, applicant argued that Ho and Murakami as combined 
do not teach: "the indicated text comprises a selection by a user from a predetermined 
number of words determined for their proximity to an indicated object". However, this 
limitation is rejected in this Office Action as new matter which was not described in the 
specification (See § 4). Further, Ho teaches this limitation at Fig. 6, in which the 
indicated text is selected by the user from "a predetermined number of words 
determined for their proximity to an indicated object". Murakami teaches a similar 
method for creating a query for image by examining text of the document "without 
having a user make a selection for the query in a separate document". The combination 
of Ho and Murakami is therefore teaches the claimed limitations. 

In light of the foregoing arguments, the 35 U.S.C 103 rejections are hereby 
sustained. 
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Conclusion 



1 1 . The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose telephone number is (703) 
305-9601 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
7299. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E Breene can be reached on (703) 305-9790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Khanh B. Pham 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2177 
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